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the supervision and control of one class of subjects pertaining to 
the public interest, and to another, another class. Each board would 
clearly constitute a part of the city government for public and mu- 
nicipal purposes; and I think the several 'local, legislative, and ad- 
ministrative powers' mentioned in this section, properly pertaining 
to the several classes of subjects committed to the several boards, 
may be just as properly conferred upon the appropriate boards re- 
spectively, as upon the common council; and that it is just as clearly 
conferring such powers upon the corporation, within the meaning 
of the constitution." 

M. B. 



DIGEST OF OTHER RECENT VIRGINIA DECISIONS. 
Supreme Court of Appeals. 

Note. — In this department we give the syllabus of every case de- 
cided by the Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, except of such cases 
as are reported in full. 



ADAMS et al. v. BOOKER. 
March 13, 1913. 
[77 S. E. 611.] 

1. Appeal and Error (§ 343*) — Perfecting Appeal — Computation of 
Time. — The time between the presentation of a petition for appeal 
and the date of the order granting the appeal must be excluded from 
the one year given appellant, under Code 1904, § 3474, after final 
decree, within which to perfect an appeal. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Appeal and Error, Cent. Dig. 
§§ 1889-1904; Dec. Dig. § 343.* 1 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 499; 14 Va.- 
W. Va. Enc. Dig. 79.] 

2. Appeal and Error (§ 338*) — Perfecting Appeal — Dismissal of 
Bill of Review. — Under Code 1904, § 3474, requiring an appeal to be 
perfected within one year after the date of a final decree, or within 
six months after dismissal of a bill of review, the appellants did not 
have one year, but had only six months, after dismissal of their bill 
of review, within which to perfect an appeal, though the decree of 
dismissal was entered less than six months after the final decree. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Appeal and Error, Cent. Dig. §§ 
1879-1882, 3057; Dec. Dig. § 338.* 1 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 497; 14 
Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 79.] 

Appeal from Circuit Court, Amelia County. 
Action between- Adams and others and Booker. From the 
judgment, Adams and others appeal. Appeal dismissed. 

W. Moncure Gravatt, of Blackstone, for appellants. 
Thos. R. Hardaway, of Amelia, for appellee. 

♦For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. 
Dig. & Am. Dig. Key No. Series & Rep'r Indexes. 



